a monarchy, but as the Republic continuing under the patronage and direction of a great man and his domus. 3 In June 68, this À rst domus and its current leader had perished in disgrace and destruction. 4 But the Republic continued, and needed protection, and it was as the head of the next protective domus that Galba at À rst projected himself. 5 This explains why he revolted in the name of the Senate and People of Rome, and why he initially refused the 'imperial' titles -especially, of course, that of 'Caesar', which, as a family name, would have stuck in his aristocratic throat. 6 In 69 Vitellius, too, revolted in the name of the Senate and People of Rome, did not claim the title of Augustus until it was granted to him by the Senate, and initially rejected that of 'Caesar'. 7 In the end, both were forced to call themselves ' Augustus' and 'Caesar' if only to lay their hands on the massive wealth of the domus Caesaris. 8 However, their actions demonstrate that by the middle of the À rst century A.D. Rome hardly possessed an established imperial monarchy. And, though rulers of successive dynasties acquired ever greater practical power, this potentially dangerous internal contradiction -Wallace Hadrill's 'pose of denial' 9 -persisted within the system. Extremely illuminating in this respect is the remark attributed to Trajan when appointing Sextus Attius Suburanus as his Praetorian Prefect: "Take this sword and use it for me if I rule well, and against me if I rule badly." This instruction is reported favourably by Pliny the Younger, Dio and Aurelius Victor, and without disapproval by Millar. 10 However, in terms of fostering political stability it is a disastrous precept. It urges
